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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in responsive to the paper filed on December 1 st , 2005. 
Claims 1 - 27 are presented for examination. 

Claims 1 - 27 are rejected. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed 
in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kenneth W. 
Kisiel (U.S. Patent No. 6,327,586, and referred to as Kisiel hereinafter). 

Regarding independent claims 1, 7, 10 - 12, 19 and 25, Kisiel teaches, 
■ Data visualization system [automated system] for use in storing [collecting data] and 

visualizing data [visualizing data] generated during use of one or more process management 
systems in managing process [variety of source]. [Col. 3, Lines 30 - 34] 
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■ A request input for receiving a data visualization service request from a process management 
system. [Col 4, Lines 10-12] 

■ A data input for receiving data inputs [extract] from the process management system research 
project]. [Col. 4, Lines 25 -37] 

■ A service definitions store for storing [saved] a set of data visualization service definitions. 
[Col. 4, Lines 33 - 37] 

■ Data visualization service definitions define service requirements related to [extract relevant] 
a set of data visualization service identifiers, [Col. 4, Lines 25 - 27] 

■ Data visualization service definitions include identification of data input [specify items of 
interest] required for provision of data visualization services in each data visualization 
service identifiers [Personal Dictionary]. [Col. 8, Lines 13-18] 

■ Data visualization service request processing means for accessing [extract relevant] a service 
identifier in a received data visualization service request. [Col. 4, Lines 25 - 27] 

■ Service identifier processing means for selecting [extract relevant] a service definition from 
the service definition store [recorded] in accordance with an accessed service identifier. [Col. 
4, Lines 25 - 28] 

■ A data input store for storing data inputs [requirements] from the process management 
system required for provision of a data visualization service associated with an accessed data 
visualization service identifier. [Col. 4, Lines 25 - 28] 

■ Means to associate [directs] data inputs received [information] from a process management 
system with the system. [Col. 4, Lines 25 - 28] 
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■ Means to review [filters] the contents of data input store for entries [information] in respect 
of that process management system. [Col 4, Lines 25 - 28] 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 13 and 20, 

■ A visualization tool store stores a set of visualization tools [several valuable tools]. [Col. 5, 
Lines 28 - 33] 

Regarding dependent claims 3, 14 and 21, 

■ One of the service definitions defines a data storage device [Personal Dictionary] in which 
data inputs of one or more types are stored in the data input store [Personal Dictionary]. [Col. 
8, Lines 13-18] 

Regarding dependent claims 4, IS and 22, 

■ Mapping [compared, related] data inputs [information] identified by a first service 
[requirement phase] definition to data inputs [requirements] already stored in accordance 
with a second service definition [analysis phase]. [Col. 4, Lines 63 - 66] 

Regarding dependent claims 5, 16 and 23, 

■ A visualization tool input for loading visualization tools [provides tools] to the visualization 
tool store, the store being provided with an index [category] of tools currently loaded. [Col. 
13, Lines 24 - 31, and Fig. 33, 34] 
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Regarding dependent claims 6, 18 and 24, 

■ A data analysis [filter out relevant data] means. [Col. 4, Line 63] 

Regarding dependent claims 8 and 26, 

■ First service definition defines a data storage service [Personal Dictionary] and a second 
stored service definition identifies data inputs [items of interest] stored in accordance with 
the data storage service. [Col. 8, Lines 13 - 23] 

Regarding dependent claims 9 and 27, 

■ Loading one or more service definitions [relevant information] to the service definition store, 
subsequent to receiving data inputs [extract] from the process management system, [Col. 4, 
Lines 25 - 28] 

■ Subsequently loaded service definitions identifying [defined item of interest] at least one of 
said data inputs previously received. [Col. 8, Lines 38 - 40] 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 



3. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kisiel, and in 
view of Peter A. Sharpies (U.S. Patent No. 6,240,450, and referred to as Sharpies hereinafter). 
(Kisiel as set forth above generally discloses the basic inventions.) 



Regarding dependent claim 17, 

Kisiel teaches a visualization tool store stores a set of visualization tools [several 
valuable tools, Col. 5, Lines 28 - 33]. 

Kisiel does not teach means to associate data inputs received from a process management 
system with the process management system which generated the data, together with means 
to review the contents of the data input store for entries in respect of that process 
management system. 

Sharpies teaches means to associate data inputs received from a process management 
system with the process management system which generated the data, together with means 
to review the contents of the data input store for entries in respect of that process 



Application/Control Number: 09/914,602 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2121 

management system, [authentication, Col. 2, Lines 50 - 67], for the purpose of 
authenticating. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Kisiel to include the teaching from Sharpies, 
"means to associate data inputs received from a process management system with the process 
management system which generated the data, together with means to review the contents of the 
data input store for entries in respect of that process management system", for the purpose of 
authenticating. 

Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. Applicants overcome the forth 35 USC 112 rejection, the examiner has withdrawn 
the 35 USC 1 12 rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 102 

5. Applicants' argument regarding Kisiel does not teach "service definitions store 
for storing a set of data visualization service definitions each comprising one or more service 
requirements in relation to respective ones of a set of data visualization service identifier, 
including identification of data inputs required for the provision of data" is disagreed with. 
Kisiel teaches a service definition store for storing [extract relevant information] a set of data 
visualization service definition [recorded requirements], service requirements [recorded 
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requirements] in relation to respective ones of a set of data visualization service identifier [to 
ensure that the retrieved items contain relevant pieces of information], [see Col. 4, Lines 25 - 
37] Kisiel further teaches the retrieved items that are determined to be relevant, are 
automatically saved into a repository associated with the research project. The items that are 
saved in the repository are tagged with descriptive user created pointers to facilitate future 
retrieval of those items. [Col. 4, Lines 33 -37] 

6. The applicants further argue "there is no suggestion that pointers might include 
identification of data inputs required for the provision of data". The term, "service identifier", 
has been defined in claim 1 as " service identifier processing means for selecting a service 
definition from the service definition store", Kisiel teaches "the items ... are tagged with . . . 
pointers ... for future retrieval of those items" [Col, 4, Lines 34 - 37]. In this point of view, it 
is very clear that Kisiel teaches a selection of data inputs required for provision of data. 

7. Kisiel teaches an automated system and methodfor defining visualizing data and 
generating reports based on data from a variety of sources. [Col. 3, Lines 29 - 33], further 
teaches a variety of sources include Internet, other database, scanner, word processors. . . each 
source can be treated as a process management system. 
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Conclusion 



7. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Sunray Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3682. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight can be reached on (571) 272-3687. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-746-3506. 



Sunray Chang 

Patent Examiner 

Group Art Unit 2121 

Technology Center 2100 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 




Anthony Knight 
upervisory Patem Examiner 
Group 3600 



January 18, 2006 



